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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-12, 17-22, 24, and 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Aziz et al. (US 6,1 19,234). 

As per claim 1 , Aziz et al. discloses in a requesting computer system that is 
network connectable to a network, the requesting computer system including a native 
host name resolver that is not capable of resolving a host name when the requesting 
computer system is connected to the network, a method for resolving a host name, 
comprising the following: 

an act of assigning the requesting computer system as a name sen/er for the 
requesting computer system; (Col 8 lines 13-17, Col 8 lines 20-21, Figure 2B item 250) 

an act of monitoring a name resolution port of the requesting computer system 
for receiving host name data in a host name resolution protocol; (Col 10 lines 42-60, 
Figure 2B item 225) 

and an act of rerouting the host name data to a module that may resolve the host 
name data (Col 6 lines 64-67, Col 7 lines 6-7) 
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As per claim 2, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
act of assigning the requesting computer system as a name server for the requesting 
computer system comprises the following: an act of utilizing a loop-back address to 
assign the requesting computer system as a name server for the requesting computer 
system. (Col 8 lines 29-35) 

As per claim 3, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 2, wherein the 
act of utilizing a loop-back address to assign the requesting computer system as a 
name server for the requesting computer system comprises the following: an act of 
utilizing a defined IP loop-back address to assign the requesting computer system as a 
name server for the requesting computer system. (Col 8 lines 13-17) 

As per claim 4, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 1 , wherein the 
act of assigning the requesting computer system as a name server for the requesting 
computer system comprises the following: an act of assigning the requesting computer 
system as the primary name server for the requesting computer system. (Col 8 lines 
66-67, Col 9 lines 1-4) 

As per claim 5, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 1, wherein the 
act of assigning the requesting computer system as a name server for the requesting 
computer system comprises the following: an act of assigning the requesting computer 
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system as a DNS server for the requesting computer system. (Col 8 lines 66-67, Col 9 
lines 1-5, Col 6 lines 23-25) 



As per claim 6, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 1 , wherein the 
act of monitoring a name resolution port of the requesting computer system for receiving 
host name data in a host name resolution protocol comprises the following: an act of 
monitoring a name resolution port of the requesting computer system that is associated 
with an IP network; (Col 10 lines 42-60, Col 5 lines 61-64, Col 8 lines 14-15) IP 
addresses are inherent to the internet. 

As per claim 7, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 6, wherein the 
act of monitoring a name resolution port of the requesting computer system that is 
associated with an IP networi( comprises the following: an act of monitoring port 53 of 
the requesting computer system; Port 53 is inherent to the DNS system because it is 
the default DNS port. (Col 10 lines 42-60, Col 5 lines 61-64, Col 8 lines 14-15) 

As per claim 8, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 1 , wherein the 
act of monitoring a name resolution port of the requesting computer system for receiving 
host name data in a host name resolution protocol comprises the following: an act of 
monitoring a name resolution port for receiving host name data in a host name 
resolution protocol that is compatible with an IP networi^. (Col 10 lines 42-60, Col 5 
lines 61-64, Col 8 lines 14-15) IP addresses are inherent to the internet. 
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As per claim 9, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 8, wherein the 
act of monitoring a name resolution port for receiving host name data in a host name 
resolution protocol that is compatible with an IP network comprises the following: act of 
monitoring a name resolution port for host name data contained in one or more UDP 
packets; UDP is inherent to the TCP/IP protocol stack which is used for the Internet in 
accordance with the particular configuration. (Col 5 lines 3*4) 

As per claim 10, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 1, wherein 
the act of monitoring a name resolution port of the requesting computer system for 
receiving host name data in a host name resolution protocol comprises the following: an 
act of a replacement host name resolver monitoring a name resolution port for receiving 
host name data sent from a native host name resolver. (Col 8 lines 29-30, Figure 2B 
item 226) 

As per claim 1 1, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 1, wherein 
the act of monitoring a name resolution port of the requesting computer system for 
receiving host name data in a host name resolution protocol comprises the following: an 
act of a resolving computer system monitoring a name resolution port for receiving host 
name data sent from a native host name resolver. (Col 7 lines 4-6, Col 8 lines 20-25, 
Figure 2B item 225) 
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As per claim 12, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 1, wherein 
the act of rerouting the host name data to a module that may resolve the host name 
data comprises the following: an act of a replacement host name resolver rerouting the 
host name data to a module that may resolve the host name data. (Col 8 lines 36-38) 

As per claim 17, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 1 , wherein 
the act of rerouting the host name data to a module that may resolve the host name 
data comprises the following: an act of a replacement host name resolver rerouting the 
host name data to a module that was Identified by entering one or more parameters in a 
user interface; The interface allows one to enter the parameters. (Col 2 lines 64-67, Col 
8 lines 36-38) 

As per claim 18, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 1, further 
comprising: an act of providing the requesting computer system with a network address 
by resolving the host name data that was rerouted. (Col 1 1 lines 55-57, Figure 4A item 
435) 

As per claim 19, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 18, wherein 
the act of providing the requesting computer system with a network address by 
resolving the host name data that was rerouted comprises the following: providing the 
requesting computer system with a numerical IP address by resolving a domain name 
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that was rerouted; Providing a numerical IP address is inherent to the process for DNS. 
(Colllines 18-20) 

As per claims 20 and 26, please see claim 1 as they are directed to the same 
subject matter. 

As per claim 21, Aziz et al. discloses a method as recited in claim 20, wherein 
the step for receiving host name data from the requesting computer system so as to 
make host data available to other modules comprises the following: an act of a 
replacement host name resolver receiving host name data that originated at a native 
host name resolver included in the requesting computer system. (Figure 2 item 226, 
Figure 2 item 250) 

As per claim 22, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 20, wherein 
the step for receiving host name data from the requesting computer system so as to 
make host data available to other modules comprises the following: an act of a resolving 
computer system receiving host name data that originated at a native host name 
resolver included in the requesting computer system. (Figure 2 item 225, Figure 2 item 
250) 

As per claim 24, please see claims 1 and 18 as they are directed to the same 
subject matter. 
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As per claim 27, Aziz et al. discloses the computer program product as recited 
claim 26, wherein the one or more computer-readable media include physical storage 
media. (Col 10 lines 13-17) 

As per claim 28, Aziz et al. discloses the computer program product as recited 
claim 26. wherein the one or more computer-readable media include system memory. 
(Col 10 lines 13-17) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomris the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 13-14. 16, 23 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Aziz et al. (US 6,1 19,234) in view of Tan et al. (US 6,314,469). 

As per claim 13, Aziz et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 1, however, 
fails to disclose an act of modifying the host name data so that the host name data is 
compatible with the module that may resolve the host name data. Tan et al. discloses 
wherein the act of rerouting the host name data to a module that may resolve the host 
name data comprises the following: an act of modifying the host name data so that the 
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host name data is compatible with the module that may resolve the host name data. 
(Col 9 lines 53-63, Figure 1 item 16). It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to modify the host name data to be 
compatible with the module that may resolve the host name data because it allows 
businesses to communicate to each other internationally across different systems and 
languages. (Col 9 lines 39-42) 

As per claim 14, Aziz et al. / Tan et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 
13, however Aziz et al. fails to disclose an act of modifying the protocol used to 
transport the host name data. Aziz et al. discloses wherein the act of modifying the host 
name data so that the host name data is compatible with the module that may resolve 
the host name data the comprises the following, an act of modifying the protocol used to 
transport the host name data. (Col 9 lines 55-67, Col 10 lines 1-2) It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to modify the 
protocol used to transport the host data name in the disclosure of Aziz et al. because it 
allows the client to client the packet over the internet to the destination. (Col 10 lines 6- 
7) 

As per claim 16, Aziz et al. / Tan et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 
1 3. Aziz et al. discloses wherein the act of modifying the host name data so that the 
host name data is compatible with the module that may resolve the host name data the 
comprises the following: an act of modifying the format of host name data that is 
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incompatible with secure DNS so that the host name data be resolved in accordance 
with secure DNS. (Col 5 lines 60-63, Col 6 lines 23-40) 

As per claims 23 and 25, please see claim 13 as they are directed to the same 
subject matter. 

Claims 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Aziz et 
al. (US 6,1 19,234) / Tan et al. (US 6,314,469) further in view of Microsoft Computer 
Dictionary Fifth Edition, Copyright 2002) 

As per claim 15, Aziz et al. / Tan et al. discloses the method as recited in claim 
14, and Aziz et al. fails to disclose modifying the protocol used to transport the host 
name data from UDP to TCP. Tan et al. discloses wherein the act modifying the 
protocol used to transport the host name data of comprises the following: an act of 
modifying the protocol used to transport the host name data from UDP to TCP. (Col 5 
lines 40-47) It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention to convert udp to top in the disclosure of Aziz et al. because it allows 
for reliable error free delivery (Microsoft Computer Dictionary pg. 513) 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. McGarvey (US 5,777,989) discloses a TCP/IP host name 
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resolution for machines on several domains. Alkhatib (US 6,1 19,171) discloses a 
domain name Router that uses domain names to route data sent to a destination on a 
network. Stanback, Jr. et al. (US 6,449,657) discloses an internet hosting system that 
provides multiple domain requests. Mwikalo et al. (US 6,480,508) discloses a router- 
based domain name system proxy agent using address translation. Foti et al. (US 
2002/0027915) discloses a system and method for address resolution in internet 
protocol (IP) - based networks. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chirag R. Patel whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7966. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 7:30AM to 
4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia, can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomiation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://palr-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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